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are not as yet autonomous, and the conditions which
justified and led to the creation of a Federal Government
in other countries (e.g. Australia) do not exist in India.
The critics asserted that

" disruptive forces have been very strong in the past history
of India. It is the administration of India by a strong
central Government that has succeeded in bringing about
uniformity of laws and standards of administration and a
feeling of common nationality. The separatist tendencies
likely to be produced by differences of race, religion, language
and custom have been largely overcome, or kept in check,
by the influence of a strong centralized government." *

Sir Samuel Hoare in his evidence before the Committee
said that in essential matters, such as Defence, Transport
and general economic factors, there was no wide divergence
of interests between British India and Indian States;
that the Federal Government would have a limited, definite
sphere of activity and would not intervene in the internal
affairs of the States " except to the extent that those
internal affairs are affected either by paramountcy or by
the transfer of the powers to the Federal Government" ;
and that the prerogatives of paramountcy would ensure
proper enforcement of Federal authority upon the State-
members.

On the important issue of the right of a State-member
to secede from the Federation, Sir Samuel Hoare observed
that it was made quite plain in the White Paper that, as
long as the terms of the bargain (that is, Treaty of Accession)
remain, a State-member, in the interests of the stability of
Federation, would not be allowed to do so. As a matter of
fact, the Princes made no such demand, and if they did,
it would have undermined the basis of applying Federal
principles to India.

The witnesses on behalf of the Government of India
assured the Committee that there was no great risk of a
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